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Alice Farreil

2943 Sombrosa Street
Carlsbad, CA 32008%

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
regquired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government esavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring ail
rnew homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggqressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisiative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

Once agajn, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

A1ice Farrel)
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Sonja Knezevi<—Kong

E1 Lois Lane
Ithaca, MY 14850

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michae! Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a concerned ﬁndﬁvidual{ I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring aill
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources Tike phone companies and data
saurces like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key te our personal communications, the
government 15 creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort aof hackdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich epportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Sonja Knezevic—Kong
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Fran and Robert Muzio

23600 Blythe Street
west Hills, ca 91304

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned fndividual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

T do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these sxisting
powers by trying to force the industry to actually huild its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement te look through.

T am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI <an collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Jaw
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications. the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of  backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Tock forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Frances and Robert Muzio
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Mitchell Rognerud
318 N 57th Ave W
Duluth, Mn 55807

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my apposition to the
Department of JTustice s request that all new Internet communication services ke
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not bheljeve this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding iaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring atl
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect informatiaon between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI 5 aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would hypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rcgue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to cppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sinceraly,

Mitch Rognerud
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Steven Ballard

340 Main Street
Worcester, MA 01719

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 2059594

FCC Chairman Powell:

A5 & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of JTustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have huilt-in wiretappning access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Seryice Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The EBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry ko actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes bhe built with @ peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am wery concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not bheen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steven Ballard
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Brian Whipple

433 Cardinal Circle
Torringtan, CT 08730

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtaon, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell;

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Fustice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FRI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these sxisting
nowers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up bsundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal c<ommunications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
EVEN rogue government agents to access our perseonal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdonr access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Yook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brian Whipple
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6334 Gate City Hwy
Bristol, VA 24202

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chajrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required tao have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to zllow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes he huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aagressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy <reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

T lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Bill Ivey
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Maria Butier

1419 North View Rd.
0ak Harbor, WA 38277

March 18, 2004

FcC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissiaon
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, I am wriiing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement 15 necessary. Longstanding laws already
tequire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephane companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivailent af the government requiring ail
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation hetween sources-1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading ef the Jaw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rocgue government agents tao access our perssnal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-—in
wiretapping.

1 look forward to hearing your thoughts cn this matter.

Sincerely,

Maria L. Butler
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Larry Bailey

1218 Toomes Avenue
Corning, CA 98024

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned individual, T am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI tuo conduct surveillance. The FRI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the ipdustry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is c¢reating the very real potential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal <ommunications. Past
effocrts to provide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Larry S. Bailey
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Steven R0ss

255 W. B84th st.
New York, NY 10024

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communicatien services be
required to have buiit—in wiretapping access.

I do not helieve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
pawers by trying to force the industry te actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the eguivaient of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

T am very cancerned that this reguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can ¢ollect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Jegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access aur perscnal communications, Past
efforts ta provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technslogies shauld have built—in
wiretapping.

I Jook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Steven R. Ross
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kevin Costelln

480 RioJa Place
Fensacola, F} 32506

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel)
Federal Communicatiens Commission
445 12th Straet SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reauest that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this regquirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FEI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually buiid its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring ali
new homes be built with a peephele for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can callect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sart of backdoor access have not been successful and
oniy created a rich appartunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buyili—in
wiretapping.

I ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Kevin O. Castells
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Vickie Wilson

973 W. Cherry
Coltan, CA 92324

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition tg the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not helfeve this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Prowiders and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. Tt is the equivalent of the governmert requiring alj
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to logk through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI can c¢oliect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legistative pracess to slter that careful balance,

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, T urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing vour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Vickie L. Wilson, LCSW
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Richard Gonzalez

4500 W, Hutchinson St.
Chicago, Il B0641

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtoh, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a cancerned frndividual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department af Justice s reguest that all new Internet communicaticn services be
required to have built—-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdrepping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to ook through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal commupications., the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
ev¥en rogue government agents to access our persenal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of bhackdosr access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers,

orce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technolegies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I logok farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Richard Gonzalez
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greqory buchler

2317 e. 19th st
signal hill, ca 30755

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Caommunications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, 0C 205%4

FCC Chairman Powel]l:

Ads & concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Tustice s regquest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is qoing far beyond these existing
paowers by trying to force the industry to actually build fts systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government recuiring all
hew homes be huilt with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end—run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between scurces like phone companies and data
sources like e-majl. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I Took forward to hearing yvour thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Gregory Buchier
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Joshua Newton

93901 Avenue G
Austin, TX 78731

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Lonastanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies tec allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is5 going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run araound
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful nalance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
gavernment is creating the very real potential faor hackers and thieves or
aven rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort af hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter,

Sincerely,

Joshua Newton
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rita connolly

1539 palou ave
san francisco, ca 94124

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
fFederal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chalrman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my oppositicn to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allaw
the FBI ta conduct surveiliance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to lTook through.

I am very concerned that this reguirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haow
the FBI can coliect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI?s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful halance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ? or
even rogue government agents ? to access our persanal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart of ?Pbackdoor? access have not been successful and
only created a rich npportunity faor hackers.

Ohnce again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Rita Connolly
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Toseph Kaohn

156 Spencer Street #202
BrooklTyn, NY 11205

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communicatiaons Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to c¢onduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdrapping. It is the eguivalent of the qovernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement teo lack through,

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
Even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. past
effarts to pravide this sort of hackdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

T Took farward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Jaseph Kohn
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William Parker

7621 Williams Ave.
Philadelphia, PA 13150

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Pawell:

As a cancerned individual, T am writing to express my oppositiaon to the
Department of Justice s reguest that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding jaws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this regquirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up houndaries far how
the FBI can collect informatian between sources 1ike phone companies and data
saurces 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the Tegislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal <ommunications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
gven rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich apportunity for hackers.

once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet cammunication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

William €, Parker



Wed 24 Mar 2004 _01:50:36 Prld EST P. 3
Arlene Aantiila

PO Box 1483
Espanola, NM 87532

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Cammission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

#s a concerned individual, I am writing to express my ocpposition to the
Department of Tustice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. tLangstanding laws already
reguire Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bevond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems arcund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the gavernment requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this reqguirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deiiberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legisTative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very raal patential far hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
ohly created a rich oppartunity far hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communicaticn technolooies sheould have hujlt-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing vour thoughts an this matter.

Sincerely,

Arlene Antilla
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hris Capp

286 Ohio Ave
Ft. Myers Beach, FL 33931

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FB8I to conduct surveillance. Tne FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
gavernment eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be buiit with a peephole for iaw enforcement to Took through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for haw
the FBI can collect infarmatian between sources like phone companies and data
sources 1ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our persanal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not heen successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge vou to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that cur new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I laook ferward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Chris Capp
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William A, Yule

$215 NE 56th Street
Seattle, WA 38105

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, BC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition te the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

I do not helieve this regquirement is necessary. Llongstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone campanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far bheyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eqguivalent of the government reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very cancerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information betwean sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves ar
even rogue government agents to access our personal communications, Past
affarts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangeroaus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies sheuld have built—in
wiretapping.

Sincerely,

William A. Yule
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Trish Davis

2820 N. Carr
Tacoma, WA 98403

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michasl Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Cepartment of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
reguired to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone <ompanies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beycnd these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new hames he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect infarmation hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

1 understand that by requiring a master key to our parsonal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even roque government agents to access our personal communications. Past
effarts to pravide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Tustice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

1 ook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Trish Davis
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Meera Desai

4 Commodore Drive
Fmeryville, CA 34608

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

45 a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s recuest that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access,

T do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Interpet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems araund
government eavesdropping. It is the eguivalent of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run arcund
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FEI can <ollect information between sources }ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our perconal communications, the
government is creating the very real potentia} for hackers and thieves or
even rague government agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sart cf backdoor access hayve not been successful and
anly created a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Meera Desai
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Brian Fojtik

125 Sauth Cuyler Avenue
Oak Park, IL 60302

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washington, D0C 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services be
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this reguirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to canduct surveillance. The FBI is going far heyand these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the gavernment reguiring all
new homes be built with a peephole far law enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Cangress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations, set up boundaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources like phone companies and data
sources }ike e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful batance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to cur persoral communications, the
government is creating the very real potential far hackers and thieves  aor
eveh rogue gavernment agents to access our personal communications. Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only ¢reated a rich opportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangerous suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built—in
wiretapping.

I look forward tc hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Brian T. Fojtik
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Barbara Frances

270 Stoakes Ave
Sah Leandra, CA 34577

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powell
Federal Communications Commissian
445 12th Street SW

Washington, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built—in wiretapping access.

I do not believe this requirement is necessary. Longstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is ganing far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivalent of the dovernment requiring all
new homes he built with a peephole for law enforcement to look thraough.

T am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberations. set up boundaries for how
the FBI c¢an collect information hetween sources like phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the Taw
would bhypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by reguiring a master key to our personal communications, the
goverrment is creating the very real potential for hackers and thieves or
even rogue agovernment agents to access our personal <ommunicatiens, past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
only created a rich cpportunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangersus suggestion of the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have built-in
wiretapping.

I lTook forward to hearing your thoughts on this matter.

Sincerely,

Barbara R. Frances
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William Fullerton

2265 Phylis Ct E
St Paul, MN 551139

March 18, 2004

FCC Chairman Michael Powel]
Federal Communications Commission
445 12th Street SW

Washingtan, DC 20554

FCC Chairman Powell:

As a concerned individual, I am writing to express my opposition to the
Department of Justice s request that all new Internet communication services he
required to have built-in wiretapping access.

1 do not believe this requirement is necessary. Langstanding laws already
require Internet Service Providers and Internet telephone companies to allow
the FBI to conduct surveillance. The FBI is going far beyond these existing
powers by trying to force the industry to actually build its systems around
government eavesdropping. It is the equivaient of the government requiring all
new homes be built with a peephole for Taw enforcement to look through.

I am very concerned that this requirement represents an end-run around
Congress. Lawmakers, after extensive deliberaticns. set up houndaries for how
the FBI can collect information between sources 1ike phone companies and data
sources like e-mail. The FBI s aggressive and expansive reading of the law
would bypass the legislative process to alter that careful balance.

I understand that by requiring a master key to our personal communications, the
government is creating the very real potential fer hackers and thieves or
even roque government agents to access our personal communications, Past
efforts to provide this sort of backdoor access have not been successful and
cnly created a rich appartunity for hackers.

Once again, I urge you to oppose the dangercus suggestian af the Department of
Justice that our new Internet communication technologies should have buiit-in
wiretapping.

I look forward to hearing your thoughts aon this matter.

Sincerely,

William S Fullerton



